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particular are further served by the provisions limiting the
stay of non-riparian warships in the Black Sea to twenty-
one days, and making "desirable" a notification of fifteen
days for the transit of non-riparian warships, instead of the
eight days required from riparian powers. In time of war,
Turkey being neutral, neutral warships continue to enjoy
free passage under the same conditions and limitations as
govern passage in peace time; belligerent warships are not
allowed transit except pursuant to rights or obligations of
the signatories arising out of the League Covenant and in
cases of assistance rendered to a State victim of aggression
in virtue of a treaty of mutual assistance binding Turkey,
provided that such treaty was concluded within the frame-
work of the Covenant and registered and published in ac-
cordance with Art. 18 thereof. The signatories agreed that
Turkey might begin refortification of the demilitarized
zones on August 15. The Convention came in force upon
the deposit of a sufficient number of ratifications on No-
vember 9, I936.8
Thus, while the principle of freedom of navigation in-
corporated into both the Lausanne treaty and the Straits
Convention of 1923 was reaffirmed at Montreux (indeed,
Art. 28 of the Convention, limiting its duration to twenty
years, specified that the principle should continue without
time limit), it became subordinate to the security of Turkey
and the Black Sea riparian states, primarily Soviet Russia.
The extent to which this freedom might be enjoyed was
8 For a detailed analysis of the Montreux Convention from the point
of view of international law, see F. de Visscher, "La nouvelle Conven-
tion des Detroits," Revue de droit international et de legislation co?n-
paree, Vol. 17 (srd Ser.), pp. tfdoff. (1936); Claude A. Colliard, "La
Convention de Montreux, Nouvelle solution du probleme des Detroits,"
Revue de droit international, Vol. 18, pp. 12iff. (1936).